One of the most signifi cant decisions for a merchant was his choice of ports for trade. Aside from the obvious need to have a partner in that port, the decision was infl uenced by the availability of both commodities for trade and a port infrastructure that allowed him to move this commodity expeditiously. Ports in Brazil served the largest sugar producing areas, and consequently it is not surprising that Pernambuco and Bahia attracted the most traffi c. The evidence from notarized contracts celebrated in Lisbon and Porto confi rms this abundantly. The numbers of contracts fl uctuate signifi cantly from year to year and they cannot show absolute traffi c. But taken in ten-year increments they indicate a remarkable orientation towards these two major ports, with Rio de Janeiro and Espírito Santo following at a signifi cant lag. The relative importance of ports in the metropolis is also apparent from a variety of sources. As Costa has argued, it seems certain that in the period described in this work Lisbon did not lose its preeminence. From 1602 to 1607 Lisbon contributed possibly some 84% of the kingdom's customs income.
1 Some twenty years later when the crown wished to levy an exceptional tax on merchants for the rescue of Pernambuco it still assumed that nearly 60% of the revenue would come from Lisbon alone. Nevertheless, even if Lisbon remained the most important port, the Brazilian sugar trade gave a new life to merchant activity in Porto and Viana. For Viana, involvement in the Brazilian sugar trade began early, and already in 1566 several Vianese ships were recorded as having transported Brazilian sugar. That number may have risen to as many as several dozen per annum in subsequent decades. In the year 1617, Viana may have accounted for about one fi fth of sugar imports into Portugal.
3 During this period the relatively low level of its customs 
